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I. Introduction  1 


Q. Would you please identify yourself and your involvement in this proceeding? 2 


A. My name is Samuel Nash Vautier Golding. My business address is 12 S. Spring Street, 3 


Concord, NH 03301. I am president of Community Choice Partners, Inc., a consultancy that 4 


specializes in the design and operation of power enterprises operating in competitive markets and 5 


is dedicated to maximizing democratic, informed decision-making in the energy industry. I have 6 


previously filed Direct Testimony, responded to discovery / data requests, and participated 7 


actively in technical sessions and in informal conversations with stakeholders throughout this 8 


docket process as a member of the Local Government Coalition (ñLGCò).  9 


Q. Please summarize your rebuttal testimony. 10 


A. The purpose of my testimony is to provide the Commission with context and advice 11 


regarding how best to structure governance of the Statewide Platform ñin order to accomplish the 12 


purposes of electric utility restructuring under RSA 374-Fò, the Electric Utility Restructuring 13 


Act, as called for under SB 284.1 To that end, my testimony summarizes and analyzes the 14 


governance proposals submitted by parties and provides a more developed ñstrawmanò 15 


proposal based upon the successful market-based governance framework that has evolved in the 16 


fully  restructured ERCOT market.  17 


In addition, Eversource and Unitil (EU) asked 19 discovery questions of me.  Some elicited 18 


additional background and clarification of my direct testimony, while others provide insight into 19 


our differential positions and perspectives.  Since all my responses elucidate my testimony in 20 


contrast to their positions, especially where we differ, I am submitting my responses to their 21 


discovery requests and questions as my rebuttal testimony.  The standard discovery response 22 


formatting has been removed, except for the request number line.  A few responses have had 23 


 
1 Available online:  
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minor (non-substantive) typos fixed.  My response to Request No. EU to LGC 1-058 on pages 1 


68-69 below, concerning whether a distribution level transactive energy platform would be 2 


subject to FERC jurisdiction, was prepared in collaboration with witness Clifton Below and 3 


should be considered the joint testimony of both of us. 4 


II. Summary of Governance Proposals 5 


Q.  Have you reviewed the governance proposals submitted by parties? 6 


A. Yes.  7 


Q.  Please summarize the governance proposal of Liberty Utilities. 8 


A. Liberty Utilities recommends a model based upon the EESE Board and Grid Mod 9 


Stakeholder Group, with a governing body composed of ñmultiple stakeholders, including the 10 


utilities, Commission Staff, the OCA, along with parties that may be interested in utilizing the 11 


platformò, with ña set number of members that have voting rightsò who make 12 


ñrecommendations to the Commission that are based on consensusò regarding the ñdesign of 13 


the platform, costs and benefits to all stakeholders, especially costs to be passed on to utility 14 


customers for the initial setup and ongoing annual costs of the platform, standards for data 15 


accuracy, cyber security, financial security of third parties, and future enhancements of the 16 


platform as the energy landscape continues to change.ò2  17 


Q.  Please summarize the governance proposal of Eversource and Unitil. 18 


A. Eversource and Unitil propose two working groups of stakeholders who ñrepresent the 19 


user experience and advocate for policy purposes of the platformò, called ñthe Governance 20 


 
2 Joint Direct Testimony of H. Tebbetts & M. Samenfeld, Bates p. 028 to 029 
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Working Group (ñGWGò) and the Operations Committee (ñOCò)ò 3 with the following 1 


composition, voting structure and responsibilities: 2 


¶ The Governance Working Group would have 11 to 14 members, consisting of 6 utility 3 


representatives, 3 Commission-appointed stakeholder representatives, 2 OCA 4 


representatives, and up to three Commission Staff. Itôs role would be to ñprovide a 5 


diversity of ideas and ensure the platform capabilities can provide ongoing value to 6 


state energy policies and initiatives and would make recommendations to the 7 


Commission on a semi-annual or annual basis that the Commission could consider for 8 


implementationé Recommendations will be made by general consensus, with 9 


dissenting opinions noted for consideration.  Recommendations must have more than 10 


six representatives supporting it to be submitted to the Commission.  The GWG should 11 


meet at least monthly for the first year after the platform is active, with less frequent 12 


meetings as appropriate thereafter.ò4 13 


¶ The Operations Committee would consist solely of ñequal representatives of each 14 


utility and be responsible for drafting platform operation policy and procedures, 15 


technical design, scoping and pricing changes, change management, security 16 


management and recommendations on the feasibility and cost/benefit analysis of 17 


requests for enhancements or changes.  The proposals of the OC would be submitted to 18 


the GWG should it want to add recommendations to OC proposals. Proposals of the OC 19 


would be submitted periodically or as needed to the Commission, but no more 20 


frequently than semi-annually.ò5 21 


Further details regarding the responsibilities of the Operations Committee were provided in 22 


discovery (refer to Attachment 5: Response to Request No. STAFF 1-024): 23 


 
3 Joint Testimony of Thomas Belair, Riley Hastings, and Dennis Moore for Eversource Justin Eisfeller, Kimberly 


Hood, and Jeremy Haynes for Uniti, p. 49. 
4 Ibid., p. 50 
5 Ibid., p. 50 


















































































